Los Angeles County Sheriff's Wepartment 


Supervisor's Report on Use of Force Page 1of 3 
Incident Information 


6 Dae July 24, 2016 | Time: 0239 HRS 
Remer St., South El Monte e ty or Station | Temple 


YES © No 


Temple Station ] Admin. Investigation: 


Incident Category ODi O2 ©3 Deputy Injury; OYES @NO Suspect Injury 
X cai C Observation D detail 


NO Person Notified: Lt. Roberta Granek Emp 


involved Employee 
First Name 


Bonilla 
Height Weight 


511 165 


Eduardo 


) EM C) Day OPM 


Regular Snitt C) OT Shift (C) Off Duty 


Unit of Assignment Work Assignment (Unit #. Module. ete,): 
Temple Station Unit 55 


Individual Force Used individual Calegory 
Resisted Handcuffing Directed (© Rescue (~ Medical Assist 9 


C injured [7] treated [C] Admitted  Facitty 


q First Name 
Dietze Bradley 


Height 


510 


Unit of Assignment: Werk Assignment (Unit #, Module. etc.) 
Temple Station Unit S571 
Individual Force Used Individual Category 
Resisted Handcuffing C Directed (© Rescue (© Medical Assist @®1 Oz O3 


Coroner Case # 


C inurea (J treated [] Admitted Facility 


Employee # Last Name Middle 1 Rank 


Sex Race: | Height Weight” | Age 
Ou 
Unit af Assignment 

Temple Station 
Individual Force Used: 


Coroner Case # 


C injured [C] Treated [C] Admitted Facility 


[_] Additional Involved Employees 
Present _ | Witness to Incident 
ves @ no O| yes O no@ 


= Present Witness to Incident 
Bis Ono yes O no@ 


Watch Commander / Supervising Lieutenant 
First Name Macale |. 


Supervisor Completing Investigation 


Watch Commender / Supervising Lieutenant's Signature: Date Copy Provided to Employee by: Emp # 

Unit Commander (Print Name) Unit Commander's Signature: Emp # Date 
a Original: Discovery Unit 

FOR L] PPI REVIEW COMPLETED Copy: Unit Commander spuras yeu. otis) 


Sepervisor's Report on Use of Force 
SUSPECT INFORMATION 
[olle] - [ol8]3]4]4]-[0[s5/6] 4) -[4]4]6 


Page 2 of 3 


Suspect Information 
First Name Middle Name Armed? 
Ignacio Not Armed 


Alva Furst Name Ignacio 
Race: | Age: Height Weight | D.O.B: Phope Phone #2; OH OW OC 
166 


@ Male © Female | H 49 505 165 | 07/31 NIA 
Street Address City 


Booking 4730828 Primary Charge Code: 243(e)(1} pa Secondary Charge Code: riminal History 


Treated on Scene? (1) YES (®) NO Name: Unit Phone #: 


Hospital Admission? X] Rec'd Treatment At: SGV Medical Center Coroner Case #: Mental History [_ ] users guwe provides 


dren on this entry 


By: Dr. Frederick Levin Address: 438 W. Las Tunas Dr. Phone# (626)289-5454 


Under Influence: @) YES C)NO Substance [aiconol | | 5150 a factor in force? O) YES © wo 


Lan 


Date: 7/24/16 |Time: 0750 Audiotape: [$] Videotape: [_] Photos of Injuries TROMS HEARING 


Suspect Information 
BL Last Name irst Name Middle Name smed? Select 


AKA Lasi Name First Name Middle Name 


Sex Height: Weignt: [Phone #1: OH OW OC] Phone#2 OH Ow OC 
O Male O 

Street Address State & Zip code 
Booking # Primary Charge Code: Secondary Charge Code. Criminal History 
Treated on Scene? C)YES ©) NO By: Phone #: 
Hospital Admission? [_] Rec'd Treatment At Coroner Case #: Mental History [_] Use wis roau 
By: Address: Phone # 
Under Influence: © YES C)NO Substance: 5150 a factor in force? C) YES O) NO grenann pondes 

BETTS tie 

S 
Audiotape: [_] Videotape: Photos of Injuries: NS 
Suspect Information 
Is First Name Middle Name 


AKA Last Name First Name Middle Name 


Sex Race. | Age: Height = |D.0.8. Weight: |Pnone #1: OH OW OC |Phone#2; OH QW OC 
O male © Ferale 


Street Address ië & Zip Code: 


Primary Charge Code: Secondary Charge Code: Criminal History 


Treated on Scene? O) YES O) NO By: Unit Phone # 


Hospital Admission? [_] Rec'd Treatment At Coroner Case #: Mental History [_] Y=" 


Address Phone #: 


Under Influence: O YES C)NO Substance: 5150 a factor in force? O) YES (O) NO Hefs aide provdes 


ADMITS HEARING - 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 


Audiotape: Videotape: [] Photos of Injuries 


‘SH-R-438P (Rev. 01/13) Additional Suspects Involved 


Supervisor's Report on Use of Force 


o| 4]6]- [o]e]3]4]4] -[olsle[4]-[4]4]/6 Page 3 of 3 
Method 
(AW) Arwen (FH) Firearm (Handgun) (PO) Personal Weapon (Other) 
(BC) Baton: (Control) (FR) Firearm (Rifle) (RS) Resistance 
(Bl) Baton: (Impact) (FS) Firearm (Shotgun) (RO) Restraint Device (Other) 
(BF) Bodily Fluids (FO) Firearm (Other) (RH) Restraint Device (Handcuffs) 
(CN) Canine (FB) Flashbang (HB) Restraint Device: Hobble (Legs Only) 
(CR) Carotid Restraint (FL) Flashlight (TP) Restraint Device: Hobble (TARP) 
(CH) Choke Hold (OE) Other Weapon: Edged (RE) Restraint Device: REACT Belt 
(CT) Control Holds: (Control Techniques) (OV) Other Weapon: Vehicle (SP) Sap 
(TT) Control Holds: (Team Takedown) (OB) Other Weapon: Blunt Object (SH) Shield 
(TD) Control Holds: (Takedown) (00) Other Weapon: Other (IR) Less Lethal Impact Round (other) 
(CE) Chemical (PK) Personal Weapon. Feet/Leg (Kick) (SB) Sting Ball 
(OC) Chemical Agents (OC Spray) (PS) Personal Weapon, Fest/Leg (Sweep) (ST) Stun Bag 
(TG) Chemical Agents (Tear Gas) (PH) Personal Weapon (Hand/Arm) (TR) Taser 
(EX) Explosives (PP) Personal Weapon (Push) (UC) Uncooperative 

(HR) High Risk 


Type of Injury Body Part Involved 


(AB) Abrasion (DB) Dog Bite (PA) Paralysis (AD) Abdomen (FA) Face (HI) Hip 
(BR) Bruise (FR) Fractures (PW) Puncture Wound (AK) Ankle (FE) Feet (IN) Internal 
(BU) Burn (GS) Gunshot (SD) Soft Tissue Damage (AR) Arm (FI) Fingers (KN) Knees 
(CP) Complaint of Pain (HB) Human Bite (ST) Sprain/Twists (BK) Back (GE) Genitals (LE) Leg 
(CO) Concussion (LC) Lacerations (UN) Unconscious (BT) Buttocks (GR) Groin (NK) Neck 
(DH) Death (ND) Nerve Damage (RM) Refused Med Treatment | (CH) Chest (HD) Hands (NO) Nose 
(Dl) Dislocation (OD) Organ Damage (NN) NONE (EL) Elbow (HE) Head (SH) Shoulder 
(WR) Wrist 


FORCE USED BY FORCE USED AGAINST 
Method 


Name E# or S# (Code) 
Bonilla 
Rojas 


[deze 


SH-R-438P (Rev. 01/13) 


COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT 


INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY 


IAB FILE NUMBER: IV 2408882/ FO 2408274 


INCIDENT: Use of Force, Control Holds, Resisted Handcuffing 
URN#: 016-08344-0561-146 

DATE! TIME: July 24, 2016, Sunday, 0239 Hours 

LOCATION: B: -: £+.. south E! Monte, ca. 91733 

On Sunday, July 24, 2016, an Internal fi ) team compri 
Lieutenant Roberta Granek, Sergeant and Sergeant 


responded to Temple Station, regarding a Use of Force. Suspect Ignacio Rojas alleged 
he was injured by deputies, while being taken into custody. He was subsequently 
transported to San Gabriel Valley Medical Center where he was treated for an abrasion 
to his left cheek, possible bleeding on the brain, a fractured left rib, and bruising on his 


left bicep. Deputies were not injured during the inci is alleged the deputies did 
not follow force reporting procedures. 


SYNOPSIS: 


On Sunday, July 24, 2016, at approximately 0240 hours, Subjects Eduardo Bonilla and 
Bradley Dietze were assigned to a “Possible, Spousal Assault just occurred” call. 
Please see the attached copy of the call, which will be attached to this Investigative 
Summary, as [EXHIBIT A]. Subject Bonilla, who was working a single person unit, 
was assigned as the handling deputy on the call and Subject Dietze, who was working a 
single man traffic unit, was assigned to assist on the call. Being in close proximity to the 
location of the call, Subject Guzak assigned himself to the call [Page 5 of Subject 
Guzak’s transcribed interview]. 


IAB Note: The audio of the call is attached to this 
Investigative Summary, as [EXHIBIT B]. 


Subject Dietze was the first to arrive at the location [Page 5 of Subject Dietze’s 
transcribed interview] and Subject Guzak arrived shortly after. Upon their arrival, both 
Subject Dietze an i ak exited their marked Sheriff's patrol cars and together 
contacted Witness who was standing on the sidewalk in front of the location 
[Page 5 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview/ Page 6 of Subject Dietze’s 
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transcribed interview]. Due to a language ict Subjects Dietze and Guzak were 
unable to get much information from Witness| 


Approximately two to three minutes after Subjects Dietze’s and Guzak’s arrival, Subject 
Bonilla arrived to the location and spoke to Witness in Spanish. Witness iil 
advised Subject Bonilla of the assault against her by Suspect Rojas, prior to her calling 
9-1-1. She also told him Suspect Rojas was still inside the location [Page 7 of Subject 
Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. subject Bii.: present, during Subject Bonilla’s 
contact with Witness Page 8 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. 
Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak then walked to the rear of the location to make 
contact with Suspect Rojas [Page 7 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. 
Subectiilitayes at the front of the location with Witness| Page 8 of Subject 
Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. 


IAB Note: [emer Street is a single ee which has been 


subdivided. The room Witnes: nd Subject Rojas were 
living in, has its own doorway/ security screen entrance which 
is exclusive to their room. The door is located at the rear of 
the residence. Please see pictures of the location, which are 
attached to this Investigative Summary, as [EXHIBIT B]. 


While walking down the west walkway of the location, Subject Bonilla led the way, 
followed by Subject Dietze, who was followed by Subject Guzak [Page 7 of Subject 
Dietze’s transcribed interview]. After rounding the west wall of the location, Subject 
Bonilla encountered a partially open window on the north wall, which opened into 
Suspect Rojas’ room. Subject Bonilla announced he was from the Sheriff's Department 
and gave Suspect Rojas directions to come to the front door to talk with them [Page 10 
of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. Suspect Rojas complied, by walking to 
the front security screen of the location and opening it [Page 11 of Subject Bonilla’s 
transcribed interview/ Page 8 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. 


Suspect Rojas exited the location, stepping immediately outside the doorway/ threshold. 
Once Suspect Rojas stepped out of the location, Subject Bonilla gave him verbal 
commands to face the doorway and put his hands behind his back [Page 12 of Subject 
Bonilla’s transcribed interview/ Page 8 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. 
Suspect Rojas cooperated and placed his hands behind his back [Page 15 of Subject 
Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. Subject Bonilla took hold of Suspect Rojas’ hands, 
using his (Bonilla's) left hand. Subject Bonilla then conducted a pat down search of 
Suspect Rojas’ person, using his right hand [Page 15 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed 
interview]. 


IAB Note: A pat down search, is a search of a person's outer clothing 


wherein a police officer runs his or her hands along the outer 
garments to detect any concealed weapons. 
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While conducting the pat down search, Suspect Rojas broke free his left hand from 
Subject Bonilla’s grasp and began to quickly walk back into his residence, with his back 
toward the deputies [Page 17 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. As 
Suspect Rojas walked back into his residence, Subject Bonilla maintained control of 
Suspect Rojas’ right arm [Page 17 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. Upon 
seeing Suspect Rojas break free, Subject Dietze grabbed Suspect Rojas’ left arm, with 
his left hand and assisted Subject Bonilla with pulling Suspect Rojas back out of the 
residence [Page 8 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. Suspect Rojas made it 
approximately one to two feet past the doorway of his residence, prior to being pulled 
back out by Subjects Bonilla and Dietze [Page 16 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed 
interview]. 


After regaining control of Suspect Rojas, Subjects Bonilla and Dietze placed Suspect 
Rojas, (frontal plane forward), up against the stucco wall, immediately to the west of the 
door of Suspect Rojas’ residence. Subject Bonilla then used his body weight, to hold 
Suspect Rojas up against the wall [Page 21 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed 
interview], while Subject Dietze maintained control of Suspect Rojas’ left arm. Subject 
Guzak handed Subject Bonilla a pair of his (Guzak's) handcuffs and Subject Bonilla 
handcuffed Suspect Rojas. While handcuffing Suspect Rojas, he (Rojas) was turning 
his head from side to side, hitting his head against the stucco wall. At one point, 
Subject Bonilla saw Suspect Rojas scrape his left cheek against the stucco wall [Page 4 
of Subject Bonilla’s first report]. After Suspect Rojas was handcuffed, Subject 
Bonilla escorted him out to his (Bonilla’s) patrol car, which was parked in front of the 
location [Page 22 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. Subject Bonilla then 
transported Suspect Rojas to Temple Station, where he booked Suspect Rojas for 
Spousal Battery [Page 22 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. Subject 
Bonilla wrote a report in which he memorialized this incident [EXHIBIT C]. 


No Use of Force was reported at the time of the incident. 


Subject who was assigned as the day shift watch commander, began 
going into the Temple Station jail. From the position he was standi bject 
could see Suspect Rojas in one of the jail’s holding cells. Subject 
Rojas had a large, circular abrasion on his left cheek [Page 4 of Subjec 
transcribed interview]. 


IAB Note: A holding cell is a secured holding area within a station jail, 
where newly arrested individuals are housed until they have 
been finger printed and processed by the jailer. After being 
processed, the arrested individual is then assigned to a cell. 


After seeing Suspect Rojas’ abrasion, Subject [E] iooked at the white board in the 
jail, to see Suspect Rojas’ name and the location he was arrested. Subject hen 
went to the station dispatch area, where he obtained a printed copy of the call where 
Suspect Rojas was arrested [Page 4 of Subject anecribed interview]. While 
reviewing the call, subjects Suspect Rojas had been arrested for Domestic 
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Battery and Subject along with Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak were assigned 
to the incident [EXHIBIT A]. To Subject krowie e. there had not been an 
Incident Report turned in at this time [Page 4 of Subject rans cried 
interview]. 


Subject aged for Subject over the stati ublic announcement system, 
but receiver se, due to the fact Subject ad already left the station to go 


home. i had the day shift sergeant help him locate a contact number for 
Subject age 4 of Subjecillranscribed interview]. Several minutes 
later, Subject] eceived a phone call fro tl During their phone 
conversation, Subject efreshed Subject memory of the call on Remer 
Street Rojas had been medically treated for his injury. 


ed him | 
Subac iis Suvjec Mne remembered being there, but did not recall seeing 
any injuries to Suspect Rojas’ person, nor was ised of any injuries to Suspect 


Rojas, by deputy | [Page 4 of Subject ranscribed interview/ Pages 
A of subject iiiltcanscribea interview ]. fl 
o come back to the station [Page 5 of Subject] ranscribed A 


Subject complied and returned to Temple Station [Page 15 of Subjec' 
transcribed interview]. 


When Subjecifieturned to Temple Station, Subject} 
the jail, where Suspect Rojas was being housed. Subjec 


ook him back to 
as surprised to see the 


bruise o t Rojas’ left arm, as well as the n on his left cheek [Page 5 of 
Subjec ranscribed interview]. Subjeci as adamant hi did not 
know anything about Suspect Rojas’ injuries [Page 5 of Subjec ranscribed 


interview]. 


Subjeo inen called Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak into the watch 
commander's office. With Subject and all three subject deputies present, Subject 
asked Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak if they knew anything about the inmate 
Jail, who had the abrasion on his face. Subjects Bonilla and Dietze told Subject 
hey did not believe what took place was reportable force [Page 6 of Subject 
transcribed interview]. In order to gain a better understanding regarding 
“Why” Subjects Bonilla and Dietze did not believe their actions with Suspect Rojas at 


Suspect Rojas’ residence did not constitute force, Subject told them to describe 
to him what took place, with as much detail as possible [Page 6 of Subject 
transcribed interview]. Subject urther told Subjects Bonilla, Dietze, and Guzak 


tor the incident to him, as if they were reporting it in the field [Page 6 of Subject 
tilt cnecribed interview]. 


Subject Bonilla told Suje c (ne following: He was trying to control Suspect 
Rojas, when Suspect Rojas tried to go back inside his (Rojas’) residence. He tried to 
hang onto Suspect Rojas, so he could handcuff him. During that time, Suspect Rojas 
was moving his body from side to side, in an attempt to get away. When Suspect Rojas 
was moving his body, he (Rojas) hit his face on the outside wall of the residence, which 
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was made of stucco. Based on Suspect Rojas’ actions, he (Bonilla) forced his body up 
against the back of Suspect Rojas, pinning him up against the wall. Subject Dietze then 
grabbed Suspect Rojas’ arm and placed it behind the suspect's back. Subject Guzak 
handed him (Bonilla) a set of handcuffs and both hi onilla) and Subject Dietze 
handcuffed Suspect Rojas [Page 7 of Subject ranscribed interview]. 


Due to the fact that what had been described to Subject flconstituted force, 
Surje -c Subject Bonilla he needed to be as descri as possible and 
include the force he used in his report [Page 7 of Subject ranscribed 
interview]. Since Subject Dietze had not written a report, Subject irected him 
to write a supplemental report detailing his (Di e's) use of force [Page 7 of Subject 
i:a interview]. D directed Subject Guzak to 
write as. ntal report detailing his actions and what he witnessed [P: f 
Subjcifilllanserve interyj uring his meeting with Subjects 


Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak, Subject} lefined fi explained to them what 
reportable force consisted of [Page 7, 8 of Subjec ranscribed interview]. At 
this time. j Tiii: had not had any contact with Suspect Rojas [Page 8 of 
Subject ranscribed interview]. 


IAB Note: The Los Angeles County Sheriff Department's Manual of Policy 
and Procedures section 3-01/010.00 defines Force as, “Any 
physical effort used to control or restrain another, or to 
overcome the resistance of another.” 


Subject onducte ideotaped interview of Suspect Rojas. During the course of 
the interview, Subject locumented Suspect Rojas’ injuries, as well as his 
tion of what had taken place. During the interview, Suspect Rojas told Subject 
he deputies pushed him down to the ground and pu im approximately 
two to three times on his head. Suspect Rojas told Sveti was experiencing 
pain to his left cheek, head, and left rib cage area [Page 14-15 of Subject 
transcribed interview of Suspect Rojas]. Please see the video of Subject 


interview with Suspect Rojas, which is attached to this Investigative Summary as 
[EXHIBIT B]. 


Suspect Rojas was transported to San Gabriel Valley Medical Center, via patrol car, 
where he was treated for a superficial abrasion on his left cheek, a left seventh rib 
fracture, pain and swelling to his left temple area, possible bleeding on the brain and 
bruising to his upper left arm. He was subsequently transported to Harbor-UCLA 
Medical Center, via ambulance, where he received further treatment and evaluation for 
his injuries. 


Due to the nature of Suspect Rojas’ injuries, Subject nade notification of the 
incident to the Internal Affairs Bureau. Upon being told the Ini ffairs Bureau was 
going to take responsibility for handling the incident, s.teifillf-iectes all the 
reports and documentation of the incident. fi viewing the reports written by 
Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak, Subject ill occ the reports all stated they had 
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incident [Page 12 of Subjec 


ranscribed interview]. Subject irected 


notified Subject or the a... and/ or witnessed, at the scene of the 


Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak write a e reports to correct the time and 


location of when their notification to Subjeci 


‘as made [Page 12 of Subject 


ranscribed interview]. Please see Subject Bonilla’s, Dietze’s and Guzak’s 
reports, which will be attached to this Investigative Summary as [EXHIBIT C]. 


INVOLVED EMPLOYEE AND WORK HISTORY 


Eduardo Bonilla, Deputy Sheriff, +A 
East Patrol Division 


Temple Station 


Work History 
Date of Employment: November 7, 2007 
Date Assigned to Unit: November 16, 2014 


Date Completed Patrol Training: 
Prior Shooting Incident(s): 
Prior Founded Force Incidents: 


Equipment Worn On Person 


Beretta 92F 

Oleoresin Capsicum (OC) Spray 
Four Magazines 

Handcuffs 

Handheld radio 


Bradley Dietze, Deputy Sheriff, A 
East Patrol Division 
Temple Station 


Work History 


Date of Employment: April 12, 2006 
Date Assigned to Unit: 

Date Completed Patrol Training: 

Prior Shooting Incident(s): 

Prior Founded Force Incidents: 


Equipment Worn On Person 
Smith and Wesson M&P 


Oleoresin Capsicum (OC) Spray 
Magazines 
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Handcuffs 
Expandable baton 
X-26 Taser 
Handheld radio 


Charles Guzak, Deputy Sheriff, +M] 


East Patrol Division 
Temple Station 


Work History 


Date of Employment: March 6, 1997 
Date Assigned to Unit: 7 
Date Completed Patrol Training: 

Prior Shooting Incident(s): 

Prior Founded Force Incidents: 


Equipment Worn On Person 


Smith and Wesson M&P 
Oleoresin Capsicum (OC) Spray 
Magazines 

Expandable baton 

Handcuffs 

Handheld radio 


SUSPECT INFORMATION 


Ignacio Rojas 


Male, Hispanic, DOB: "05" 
Cll MAIN FBI 
The Consolidated Crimi j: j 


IAB Note: A copy of Suspect Rojas’ criminal history is included in this 
case book [MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENTS]. 


SUSPECT’S INJURIES 
Suspect Rojas was transported to San Gabriel Valley Medical Center, via patrol car, 
where he was treated for a superficial abrasion on his left cheek, a left seventh rib 


fracture, pain and swelling to his left temple area, possible bleeding on the brain and 
bruising to his upper left arm. He was subsequently transported to Harbor-UCLA 
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his injuries. For further information, please see Subject ideotaped interview of 
San Gabriel Valley Medical Center's Dr. Frederick Levin, which is attached to this 
Investigative Summary as [EXHIBIT B]. 


Medical Center, via ambulance, where he received lll and evaluation for 


IAB Note: A copy of Suspect Rojas’ medical records are included in this 
case book [MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENTS]. 


DEPUTY PERSONNEL INJURIES 


There were no injuries to the involved deputies. 


PHYSICAL EVIDENCE 


No physical evidence related to the force was collected by Internal Affairs Bureau 
investigators or Temple Station deputies. 


INVESTIGATOR’S OBSERVATIONS 


Internal Affairs Bureau investigators were called out to this incident several hours after 
the occurrence. 


IAB Note: Photographs of the scene were taken by Internal Affairs Bureau 
investigators. Printed photographs of the scene are included in this 
case book, as [EXHIBIT B]. 


Internal Affairs Bureau investigators canvassed the area for video cameras which could 
have captured the incident, but none were located. 


WEAPON USED BY DEPUTY PERSONNEL 


Subject Bonilla and Subject Dietze used control holds on Suspect Rojas, when Suspect 
Rojas resisted Subject Bonilla’s efforts to handcuff him and attempted to walk back 
inside his residence. 

WEAPON USED BY SUSPECT ROJAS 

Suspect Rojas resisted deputy personne'’s efforts to handcuff him. 


PROPERTY DAMAGE BY SUSPECT ROJAS 


There was no property damaged during this incident. 


CRIMINAL INVESTIGATOR AND CHARGES FILED 


Investigator: Temple Station Detective - Stephen Cabrera 
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Court: El Monte Courthouse 
Charges: 243(e)(1) P.C. 


IAB Note: On July 26, 2016, the Los Angeles District Attorney’s Office filed 
one count of 243(e)(1) P.C., against Suspect Rojas. On July 28, 
2016, Suspect Rojas was sentenced to three years of Summary 
Probation and nine days in LA County jail. [MISCELLANEOUS 
DOCUMENTS]. On September 17, 2016, Suspect A =s 
deported. 


LIGHTING AND WEATHER CONDITIONS 


The incident occurred in the backyard of Em Street, during the early morning 
hours (0239 hours). The area was dark, with a little light emitting from inside the 
residence. The weather was warm and clear. 


The following narratives are intended only as a synopsis of the interviews. Additional 
information and precise wording may be obtained by reviewing the digitally audio 
recorded interviews and verbatim transcriptions. IAB investigators reviewed all reports 
authored by the involved deputies. 


WITNESS STATEMENTS 
On July 24, 2016 i iewed by Temple Station Sergeant Michael 
Martinez land Subjec The interview was conducted at 


Remer Street and was video recorded [EXHIBIT B]. For complete statements made, 
more information, and precise wording, please see attached verbatim interview 
transcription. Following is a summary of her interview: 


After sh aulted by Suspect Rojas, Witness [balled the police [Page 3 of 
Witness iiiiitranscrivea interview]. She then went out to the front of her 
residence and waited for the police to arrive. When Sheriff's personnel arrived, they 
contacted her outside, in front of her residence [Page 5 of Witness| 

transcribed interview]. She explained what had taken place, to the deputies: 


She was standing in front of the location when Suspect Rojas was escorted out to the 
patrol car. After Suspect Rojas had been secured in the back seat of the patrol car, she 
saw Suspect Rojas’ cheek was very red and looked like he had been “beaten” [Page 7 
of Witness iiilikranscribed interview]. When she asked a deputy what happened 
to Suspect Rojas, the deputy told her Suspect Rojas tri scape from the police and 
he (Roj id it to himself [Page 7, 9, 13 of AAA ctccrivea interview]. 
Witness described Suspect Rojas as a problematic person, who had hi any 
times and has had a lot of problems with the police [Page 10 of witness” 
transcribed interview]. 
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On May 31, 2017, Custody Assistan idj Ziebeck, was interviewed by Internal 
Affairs Bureau Se oean ARR: o Sergeant Michael Maxwell. The 
interview was conducted at Temple Sheriff Station in the administrative jailer office and 
was digitally audio recorded. Following is a summary of her interview: 


Custody Assistant Ziebeck was the day shift jailer assigned to Temple Station, on July 
24, 2016. Custody Assistant Ziebeck did not remember receiving any pass on 
information regarding Suspect Rojas, from Custody Assistant Martha Rodriguez. 
Custody Assistant Rodriguez was assigned as the early morning shift jailer. 


Custody Assistant Ziebeck could not remember Suspect Rojas, nor could she 
remember ever being made aware of Suspect Rojas’ injuries. During the course of 
serving meals and conducting inmate welfare and safety checks that day, she did not 
remember any inmates make any complaints of pain to her, or complain of any injuries. 
She did not observe any inmates with injuries [Page 4 of Witness Ziebeck’s 
transcribed interview]. 


SUBJECT STATEMENTS 
On May 9, 2017, Subje: i za was intervi by Internal 
Affairs Bureau Sergeant ind Sergean The interview 


was conducted at the Internal Affairs Bureau, and was digitally audio recorded. Subject 
Bonilla was represented by Attorney Emily Suhr, from the Law Offices of Green and 
Shinee. For complete statements made, more information, and precise wording, please 
see attached verbatim interview transcription. 


During his interview with Internal Affairs Bureau investigators, Subject Bonilla told 
investigators the following: Subject Bonilla attempted to arrest Suspect Rojas. During 
the arrest, Suspect Rojas pulled away from Subject Bonilla. When he (Bonilla) and 
Subject Dietze were pulling back on Suspect Rojas to keep him from entering back into 
his residence, Suspect Rojas never fell to the ground, nor was he ever thrown to the 
ground by deputy personnel [Page 19 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. 
He never punched Suspect Rojas on the head, nor did he see any deputy personnel 
punch Suspect Rojas on his head. He did not see any deputy personnel punch Suspect 
Rojas anywhere on his person. [Page 19, 20 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed 
interview]. He never saw any deputy personnel kick Suspect Rojas on either side of 
his upper torso, or anywhere on his person [Page 20 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed 
interview]. 


Suspect Rojas never made any complaints of pain to Subject Bonilla, while they were at 
the location. After Suspect Rojas was secured in the back seat of his patrol car, Subject 
Bonilla saw redness to his (Rojas’) cheek. He did not remember seeing the redness to 
Suspect Rojas’ cheek, prior to his contact with Suspect Rojas [Page 20-22 of Subject 
Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. 
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Subject Bonilla did not report the force he used and witnessed, to a sergeant [Page 29 
of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. Subject Bonilla also did not report 
Suspect Rojas’ actions during his (Bonilla’s) contact with him (Rojas), to a sergeant 
[Page 29 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed in iew]. Subject Bonilla did not report 
the force he used and witnessed to Subjec fle: any other sergeant, based on his 
belief force had not been used at the time he contacted Suspect Rojas [Page 29 of 
Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. When asked “Why” cumented in his 
first report [EXHIBIT D], he had “immediately notified Sergeant f the force he 
used/ witnessed, in the field,” Subject Bonilla explained it was an “error” and something 
he was used to writing at the end of a report [Page 30-31 of Subject Bonilla’s 
transcribed interview]. 


Later in his shift, Subject Bonilla was called into the watch commander's office and 
notified by Subject hat Suspect Rojas alleged deputies had used force on him 
[Page 33 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. Also present during this 
meeting, were Subject Dietze and Subject Guzak [Page 34 of Subject Bonilla’s 
transcribed interview]. During the meeting he did not tell <n details of 
the incident, but told Svbjcilllhe would talk to Subject out it [Page 34 of 
Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. 


Following the meeting with Subject Subject Dietze, Subject Guzak and Subject 
Bonilla, met up with Subject] in the briefing room [Page 34 of Subject Bonilla’s 
transcribed interview]. It was during this meeting, Subject Bonilla first explained to 
Subject Jove the details of what had occurred at the back of the location with Suspect 
Rojas. During this meeting, it was determined force (control holds/ resisted 
handcuffing) had been used by Subjects Bonilla and Dietze [Page 35 of Subject 
Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. Subject{{irected Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and 
Guzak to write reports documenting the force they used and/or witnessed. Subject 
Bonilla had not written his report documenting the incident, at the time of this meeting 
[Page 35 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. 


Subject Bonilla was never directed by anyone to document he notified Subject jn 
the field, in his report [Page 31 of Subject Bonilla’s transcribed interview]. Subject 
Bonilla was never given any specific directions or advice from Subjectlfor Subject 

regarding how to document this incident [Page 31 of Subject Bonilla’s 
transcribed interview]. 


On May 9, 2017, Subject Bradley Dietze, j iewed by Internal Affairs 
Bureau A Sergeant The interview was 
conducted at the Internal Affairs Bureau, and was digitally audio recorded. Subject 
Dietze was represented by Attorney Emily Suhr, from the Law Offices of Green and 
Shinee. For complete statements made, more information, and precise wording, please 


see attached verbatim interview transcription. 


During his interview with Internal Affairs Bureau investigators, Subject Dietze told 
investigators the following: Subject Bonilla had Suspect Rojas’ hands behind his back. 
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Suspect Rojas broke free from Subject Bonilla. He (Dietze) grabbed Suspect Rojas’ 
arm and placed it behind his back. When he (Dietze) and Subject Bonilla were 
attempting to regain control of Suspect Rojas in order to keep him from entering back 
into his residence, Suspect Rojas never fell to the ground, nor was he ever thrown to 
the ground by deputy personnel [Page 16 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. 
He never punched Suspect Rojas on the head, nor did he see any deputy personnel 
punch Suspect Rojas on his head. He did not see any deputy personnel punch Suspect 
Rojas anywhere on his person. [Page 16-17 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed 
interview]. He never kicked Suspect Rojas on either side of his upper torso, nor did he 
see any deputy personnel kick Suspect Rojas on either side of his upper torso, or 
anywhere on his person [Page 17 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. While 
at the location, he never saw any injuries to Suspect Rojas’ person, nor did he see 
Suspect Rojas ever act as if he (Rojas) was in pain [Page 17 of Subject Dietze’s 
transcribed interview]. 


Subject Dietze did not report the force he used and witnessed, to a sergeant [Page 19 
of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. Subject Dietze also did not report 
Suspect Rojas’ actions during his (Dietze’s) contact with him (Rojas), to a sergeant 
[Page 20 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. Subject Dietze did not report 
the force he used and witnessed to Subjectllor any other sergeant, based on his 
belief force had not been used at the time he contacted Suspect Rojas [Page 21 of 
Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. When asked “Why” he documented in his 
first report [EXHIBIT D], “Sergeant| esponded to the scene and was notified of the 
force | used/ witnessed,” Subject Dietze explained he mistakenly wrote it, as something 
he would normally write on any other report [Page 20 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed 
interview]. 


notified by Subject! hat Suspect Rojas alleged deputies had used force on him 
[Page 22 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. Subject Dietze could not 
remember if there were any other deputies present, when he talked to Subject 

Page 22 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. During the meeting Subject 
a him, he QE did not know whether or not the deputies assigned to the call 
used force or did not use force. Subject told him to talk to Subject! ind 
figure out what needed to be done [Page 22 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed 
interview]. 


Later in his shift, Subject Dietze was called into the watch commander's office and 


Following the meeting with Subject Subject Dietze went to the report writing 
room to start writing his supplemental report [Page 23 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed 
interview]. While in the rep riting room, Subject Dietze met up with Subject Bonilla, 
Subject Guzak and Subject During this meeting, Subject Bonilla, Subject Guzak 
and himself explained to Subjec he details of what had occurred at the back of 
the location with Suspect Rojas. During this meeting, it was determined force (control 
holds/ resisted handcuffing) had been used by Subjects Dietze and Bonilla [Page 23 of 
Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. Subject irected Subjects Dietze, 
Bonilla and Guzak to write reports documenting the force they used and/or witnessed. 
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Subject Dietze had not written any reports documenting the incident, prior to this 
meeting [Page 23 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. 


Subject Dietze was never directed by anyone to document he notified Subject | 
the field, in his first supplemental report [Page 21 of Subject Dietze’s transcribed 
interview] Subject Die; never given any specific directions or advice from 
Subject r a srg how to document this incident [Page 23 of 
Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. 


On May 9, 2017, Subj zak, was interviewed by Internal Affairs 
Bureau a Sergeant The interview was 
conducted at the Internal Affairs Bureau, and was digitally audio recorded. Subject 
Guzak was represented by Attorney Emily Suhr, from the Law Offices of Green and 
Shinee. For complete statements made, more information, and precise wording, please 


see attached verbatim interview transcription. 


During his interview with Internal Affairs Bureau investigators, Subject Guzak told 
investigators the following: While Subject Bonilla was searching Suspect Rojas, 
Suspect Rojas broke free from Subject Bonilla. He saw Subject Dietze and Subject 
Bonilla attempting to regain control of Suspect Rojas to keep him from entering back 
into his residence. Suspect Rojas never fell to the ground, nor was he ever thrown to 
the ground by deputy personnel [Page 16 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. 
He never punched Suspect Rojas on the head, nor did he see any deputy personnel 
punch Suspect Rojas on his head. He did not see any deputy personnel punch Suspect 
Rojas anywhere on his person. [Page 16-17 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed 
interview]. He never kicked Suspect Rojas on either side of his upper torso, nor did he 
see any deputy personnel kick Suspect Rojas on either side of his upper torso, or 
anywhere on his person [Page 17 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. 


While leaving the location for another call, Subject Guzak was flagged down by Subject 
Bonilla. Subject Bonilla directed his attention to an abrasion on Suspect Rojas’ face 
[Page 18 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. Subject Guzak told Subject 
Bonilla he could not book Suspect Rojas into the jail like that and told him to check him 
(Rojas) for injuries and get a medical “Ok to book” [Page 18 of Subject Guzak’s 
transcribed interview]. Subject Guzak then left the location to respond to a priority call 
[Page 18 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. 


IAB Note: An “Ok to book” is when a suspect requires medical attention, prior 
to being booked into any station jail. In section 3-10/105.00 of the 
Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department's M.P.P., a list of criteria 
is given for when a suspect must be transported to a medical facility 
for examination, prior to booking. The list includes, but is not 
limited to when a suspect has injuries that appear to require 
medical attention and whenever the suspect alleges an injury and 
requests medical treatment, whether or not they have any apparent 
injuries [MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENTS]. 
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Subject Guzak did not report the force he witnessed, to a sergeant [Page 19 of Subject 
Guzak’s transcribed interview]. Subject Guzak also did not report Suspect Rojas’ 
actions during Subjects Bonilla’s and Dietze’s contact with him (Rojas), to a sergeant 
[Page 22 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. Subject Guzak did not report 
the force he witnessed to Subject Mior any other sergeant [Page 22 of Subject 
Guzak’s transcribed interview]_ When asked “Why” he documented in his first report 
[EXHIBIT D], he notified Subjectat the scene of the force he witnessed, Subject 
Guzak explained he mistakenly wrote it, as something he typed out of habit. The 
statement was not what he intended, when he wrote his first supplemental report [Page 
24 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. 


Later in his shift, Subj uzak was called into the watch commander's office and 
notified by Subject hat Suspect Rojas alleged deputies had used force on him 
[Page 23 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. Also present during this time, 
were Subject Dietze and Subject Bonilla [Page 22 of Subje k’s transcribed 
interview]. During the meeting Subject told him, he did not know 
whether or not the deputies assigned to the call used force or did not use force. Subject 

told the deputies to talk to Subject hout the incident and if reports needed 
to be written, to write them [Page 23 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. 


Following the meeting with ha Guzak met up with Subject Bonilla, 


Subject Dietze, and Subject ing this meeting, Subject Bonilla, Subject Dietze 
and himself explained to Subject he details of what had occurred at the back of 
the location with Suspect Rojas. During this meeting, it was determined force (control 
holds/ resisted handcuffing) had been used by Subjects Dietze and Bonilla [Page 24 of 
Subject Dietze’s transcribed interview]. Subject Jove directed Subjects Guzak, 
Bonilla and Dietze to write reports documenting the force they used and/or witnessed 
[Page 24 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. Subject Dietze had not written 
any reports documenting the incident, prior to this meeting. 


Subject Guzak was never directed by anyone to document he notified Subject [jn 
the field, in his first supplemental report [Page 25 of Subject Guzak’s transcribed 
interview]. Subject Guzak was never given any specific directions or advice from 
Subject r Subject regarding how to document this incident [Page 25 of 
Subject Guzak’s transcribed interview]. 


On May 23, 2017, Subject P| was interviewed by Internal Affairs 
Bureau Sergeant nd Sergeant Michael Maxwell. The interview w; 
conducted at the Internal Affairs Bureau, and was digitally audio recorded. Subject 
was represented by Attorney James Cunningham, from the Law Offices of James J. 
Cunningham. For complete statements made, more information, and precise wording, 
please see attached verbatim interview transcription. 


During his interview with Internal Affairs Bureau investigators, Subject Aiko 
investigators the following: He responded M Street, regarding a 
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“Domestic Violence” call [Page 4 of Subject transcribed interview]. He was 
the first unit to arrive at the location. Upon Subject rrival, he contacted Witness 
abe in the middle of the street waving him down [Page 5 of 


Subjec' ranscribed interview]. Shortly after contacting Witness I Subject 
Guzak a ject Dietze arrived. While they waited for Subject Bonilla to arrive, 
Witness xplained to them what had occurred. Since Witness Aiii: poke 
Spanish, Subjecttranslated for Subjects Dietze and Guzak. Subj nilla 
arrived ai over the responsibility of communicating with Witness| Page 5 of 
Subjecthiiiiiitranserinca interview]. 


While in his presence, Witness[fiexplained to Subject Bonilla that Suspect Rojas 
was still in their room, which was located to the rear of the residence. Subject Bonilla, 
Subject Dietze, Subject Guzak and himself began to walk back rd the rear of the 
location in a single file line, to contact Suspect Rojas. Subject placed himself at 
the rear of the line, in case he needed to direct force [Page 6 of Subject 

transcribed interview]. As they walked to the rear of the location, Witness! 

rushed up behind their line, yelling about her phone. Subject urned around to 
stop Witness M. roaching them from behind and encouraged her to relax 
[Page 6 of Subjec ‘anscribed interview]. By the time Subject as able 
to calm Witness Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak were already walking back 
out to th f the location with Suspect Rojas already handcuffed [Page 6 of 
Subject arscrinea interview]. Subjectiiestimated the time from when 
he turned around to stop Witness| from advancing on them, to the time the 
subjects were walking back oi front of the location, to be approximately forty-five 
seconds [Page 10 of subject fililtranscrivea interview]. 


After Suspect Rojas had been placed in the back seat of Subject Bonilla’s patrol car, 
Subject lopened the rear driver's side door and ask pect Rojas where 
Witness phone was. At no time, durin uvje ilies ntsc with Suspect 
Rojas, did Suspect Rojas ever tell Subject e was hurt, or that the deputies had 
been rough with him [Page 7 of Subject ranscribed interview]. Subject 
did not see any visible injuries on Suspect Rojas’ person [Page 11 of Subject 
transcribed interview]. During this time, Subject} remembered Subjects Dietze 
and Guzak had to leave the location for another call for service. He remained at the 
location for a short time and attempted to help Witness|locate her phone [Page 7 
of Subject iitranscribed interview]. 


After Subject Hier the location, he drove back to Temple Station, logged off from his 
shift and went home [Page 7 of Subject transcribed interview]. At no time, 
prior to leaving the station to go home, was Subject iever notified by Subjects 
Bonilla, Dietze or Guzak of e they had used or witnessed regarding Suspect 
Rojas [Page 14 of AAN Aa interview]. 


While he was asleep at his house, Subject received a phone call from Subject 
During the phone call, Subject} 


vised him there had ce used at 
omestic Violence” call on Remer Avenue [Page 15 of Subjec 
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~ ~ 


transcribed interview]. Subjecflor dered him back to the station [Page 15 of 
Subject Mkr anscribed interview]. When he arrived at the station, Subject 
went to the watch commander's office where Subject already meeting 
together with Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak. Subject arrived to the meeting 
after Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak had already explained their actions toward 
Suspect Rojas to Subject} Subject hen briefed hi t Subjects 
Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak told him age 16 of subjectiiiiiiftancsrited 
interview]. 


Following the meeting with Subject he met with Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and 
Guzak. Given the fact he considered what was described to him by Subject s 
force, he told Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak to write supplemental reports 
documenting exactly what had taken place with Suspect Rojas [Page 16 of Subject 


transcribed interview]. While Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Gu re writing 
eir reports, he went with Sergeant Mike Martinez to intervi itness t her 
residence. Please see the videotaped interview of Witness which is attached to 


this Investigative Summary as [EXHIBIT B]. 


After Subject fiffinished the interview of Witness he went back to the station 
where he read and approved Subject Bonilla’s repo Il as Subjects Dietze’s and 
Guzak’s supplemental reports [Page 17 of Subject transcribed interview]. 
When asked why he approved the reports, when they did not accurately describe when 
he was notified of the force used and witnessed, Subject xplained how he had 
been aw; hirty six hours, prior to being ordered back into the station [Page 18 of 
Subject ililtrancoribea interview]. Subjec ever directed Subjects Bonilla, 
Dietze or Guzak to write in their reports they notified him 2E at the scene [Page 18 
of Subject transcribed interview]. 


After Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak’s reports had all been signed off by him Qi 
and turned in for processing, Subject brought to his attention, the discrepancy of 
when he en notified of the force the deputies used and witnessed [Page 
19 of Subjec! ranscribed interview]. Subject irected him to have 
jects Bonilla, Dietze, and Guzak write supplement. to clarify when he 
ie tually been notified [Page 19 of Subject ie arscrizea interview]. 
Subject hen directed Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak to write their second 
supplemental reports [Page 18 of Subject fi transcribed interview]. 


On May 23, 2017, Subjec m7 was interviewed by Internal Affairs 
Bureau Sergeant nd Sergeant Michael Maxwell. The interview was 
conducted at the Internal Affairs Bureau, and was digitally audio recorded. Subject 


as represented by Attorney Jim Cunningham, from the Law Offices of James J. 
Cunningham. For complete statements made, more information, and precise wording, 
please see attached verbatim interview transcription. 


During his interview with Internal Affairs Bureau investigators, Subject toi 
investigators the following: He worked day shift on July 24, 2016, as the Temple Station 


INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY Page 16 of 19 VE Fo 2408274 


Watch Commander. He began his shift by going into the Temple Station jail and sayi 
“Hello” to the jailer, Witness Ziebeck. From the position he was standin Subject 

could see Suspect Rojas in one of the jail’s holding cells. Subject fila. Suspect 
Rojas had a large, circular abrasion on his left cheek [Page 4 of Subje 

transcribed interview]. After seeing Suspect Rojas’ abrasion, Subject looked at 
the white board in the jail, to see Suspect Rojas’ name and the location he was 
arrested. He then began conducting an inquiry in regard to whether or ect 
Rojas had been treated for the abrasion to his face [Page 4 of subject ll 
transcribed interview]. 


SUSPECT’S STATEMENTS 


On July 24 hours, Suspect Ignacio Rojas, was interviewed by 
Lieutenant nd Sergeant Michael Martinez. The interview was conducted 
inside the Temple Station jail and was video recorded [EXHIBIT B]. For complete 


statements made, more information, and precise wording, please see attached verbatim 
interview transcription. Following is a summary of his interview: 


Earlier in the evening, he had been out drinking with his| Witness He 
described how when Witness rinks, she “gets easy with the men” [Page 2 of 
Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. At some point in time, prior to going home, 
e in she was with another person and she was going to leave with 
her ne [Page 3 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. Suspect Rojas 


did not want any problems, so he left the location. He then went home and fell asleep 
[Page 3 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. 


At approximately 0200 hours, Sheriff's deputies knocked on his door and told him to 
come outside [Page 4 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. ed the 
deputy “Why” he had to come outside and a deputy told him Witness aid he 
(Rojas) had hit her [Page 4 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. The deputy 
then grabbed him from inside the location and took him out [Page 5, 6 of Suspect 
Rojas’ transcribed interview]. The deputies then threw him down on the floor and 
punched him [Page 6, 14 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. He was then 
placed inside a patrol car [Page 15 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. There 
were three deputies present during this time [Page 7 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed 
interview]. 


He received the injury to his face when he was dropped down to the ground Page 7 of 
Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. Suspect Rojas told Subject his head 
never hit a wall and he did not have an injury on his face, prior to his contact with the 
deputies [Page 8 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. When asked if he 
resisted the deputies, Suspect Rojas said he never had a chance to resist [Page 12 of 
Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. When asked if he fought with the deputies, 
Suspect Rojas said, “No” [Page 13 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. When 
asked if any deputies kicked him during his contact with the deputies, Suspect Rojas 
said, “No” [Page 16 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed interview]. Suspect Rojas also 


INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY Page 17 of 19 VE Fo 2408274 


told Subject ire never tried to run from the deputies [Page 17 of Suspect Rojas’ 
transcribed interview]. When asked where he was injured, Suspect Rojas said his left 
cheek, head and left rib cage area [Page 15 of Suspect Rojas’ transcribed 
interview]. 


On July 24, 2016, at 20: nacio Rojas, was interviewed by Internal 
Affairs Bureau a E Sergeant] The interview 
was conducted at Harbor UCLA Hospital and was video and audio recorded [EXHIBIT 
B]. For complete statements made, more information, and precise wording, please see 
attached verbatim interview transcription. Following is a summary of his interview: 

At approximately 0200 hours he was asleep at his residence. At approximately 0300 
hours his| Witness Bi returned home after she had been out dancing. 
Suspect Rojas believed she had been out dancing with another man [Page 3 of 
Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. When Witness rived home, she 
turned music on inside their room. This upset Suspect Rojas because it was too late 
and there were other people asleep ingi e residence [Page 4 of Suspect Rojas’ 
IAB transcribed interview]. Witness ili. him she wa, o listen to music and 
continued to play her music. Suspect Rojas pulled Witness hrough their room, 
pushed her outside the door onto the back patio and then locked her outside [Page 4 of 
Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. 


Witnessffioecame upset and told Suspect Rojas she was going to call the police 
and tell them he hit her [Page 5 of Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. 
Approximately twenty minutes later, he heard someone knock on his security screen 
door. A deputy then told him to come outside his residence [Page 6 of Suspect Rojas’ 
IAB transcribed interview]. When he opened his door, he saw three deputies. A 
deputy told him to come outside of his residence and he complied [Page 6 of Suspect 
Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. 


While outside of his residence, a deputy told him he was under arrest. Upon hearing 
this, Suspect Rojas began to walk back into his residence [Page 7 of Suspect Rojas’ 
IAB transcribed interview]. When Suspect Rojas’ body was half inside his residence 
and half outside, a deputy told him he was under arrest and began to pull him away 
from his doorway and onto the ground [Page 7, 12 of Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed 
interview]. When Suspect Rojas went to the ground, he landed face first with his 
hands behind his back [Page 13 of Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. 
While he was being held down to the ground, a second deputy hit him two times on the 
right side of his head [Page 13 of Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. While 
on the ground, a third deputy kicked him [Page 14, 15 of Suspect Rojas’ IAB 
transcribed interview]. 


A deputy then pulled him up off the ground and told him to face the wall and spread his 
legs apart [Page 16 of Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. Suspect Rojas 
was then handcuffed [Page 17 of Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. After 
he was handcuffed, the deputy pulled items out of his pockets and dropped them inside 
his room [Page 17 of Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. He was then 
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escorted to the front of the residence and seated in the back seat of a patrol car [Page 
17 of Suspect Rojas’ IAB transcribed interview]. 


IAB Note: Harbor- UCLA Medical Center's Discharge 
Documentation, Page 21 of 54 stated the following: “Patient is a 49 
y/o male who went to a bar yesterday and was involved in an 
altercation with a fellow patron. He returned home and got involved 
with another altercation with his B Hisi alled 911 and when 
the police arrived at the house, they noticed some bleeding from his 
left cheek.” [MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENTS]. 


Los Angeles County Medical Center's Documentation, Page 1 of 5 
stated the following: “I have history of marijuana and alcohol 
abuse. | was assaulted by Temple City Police officers three days 
ago with hospital transfer for treatment. | got head, left arm and left 
rib cage injury. | don't have any mental problems” 
[MISCELLANEOUS DOCUMENTS]. 


REVIEW OF EMERGENT RADIO TRAFFIC 


There was no radio traffic broadcasted during Subject's Bonilla, Dietze, and Guzak’s 
contact with Suspect Rojas. 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

Custody Assistant Martha Rodrigu e early morning shift jailer on 
the night of the incident, retired on Internal Affairs Bureau 
investigators made attempts to contact Custody Assistant Rodriguez via phone, home 


visit and certified mail, but were unable to contact her during the time of this 
investigation. 


Th f the incident location which was typed in the call for service, was 

It should be noted, the actual location of the call for service was 
Remer Street. 
All photos referred to during the interviews of Subjects Bonilla, Dietze and Guzak are 


included in this Investigative Summary, immediately following each of their respective 
interview transcriptions. 
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